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No. 96-1966

BARBARA HOFFMAN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

M CHAEL HOFFMAN;, JOSEPH ROUSE;, STATE OF
MARYLAND; JUDGE RI CKS; JUDGE MJLLINS; JUDGE
DRYDEN; JUDGE GOUDY; JUDGE GREENE, JR.; JUDGE
KELLER; ASSI GNMENT OFFI CE OF CI RCUI T COURT,
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY; KERRY ANDERSON, DAVID
BONERS; GALE ANN BELUCCI ; RI CHARD BACHARACH,
M D.; DEPARTMENT OF SOCI AL SERVI CES; G NCER
HOMRD; |INGRID HOFFMAN, SUE HOUSER;, PAM
ZI OLKOVKSI ; BERNI E DI VWER;, EASTERN DI STRI CT
PCLI CE DEPARTMENT OF ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Andre M Davis, District Judge. (CA-96-
1969- AMVD)

Submi tted: August 20, 1996 Deci ded: Septenber 19, 1996

Bef ore WLKINS and HAM LTON, Circuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Senior
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Bar bara Hof f man, Appellant Pro Se.




Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM
Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order di sm ssing

pursuant to 28 U . S.C. § 1915(d) (1988), as anended by Prison Liti-

gati on ReformAct of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-134, 110 Stat. 1321, her
claimthat her civil rights were violated during divorce proceed-
I ngs. W& have reviewed the record and the district court's opinion
and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reason-

ing of the district court. Hoffman v. Hoffman, No. CA-96-1969- AMD

(D. Md. July 2, 1996). Appellant's notion to suppl enent the record
Is denied. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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